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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 145 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Sir: 



Attached hereto for the Examiner's consideration is a copy of the Written Opinion 
issued April 18, 2003 in the corresponding PCT application. The two U.S. Patents were 
previously cited and submitted in the Information Disclosure Statement filed May 13, 2003. 

To the extent necessary, Applicants petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 
§1 .1 36. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account No. 01-2135 (0171 .401 1 1X00) and 
please credit any excess fees to such Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANTONELLl TERRY, STOUT & KRAUS, LLP 
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1. This written opinion is the ^ rst 



. (first, etc.) drawn by this International Preliminary Examining Authority. 



2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 



I 


LSI 


II 


□ 


III 


□ 


IV 


□ 


V 




VI 


□ 


VII 


□ 


VIII 


□ 



Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability- 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



3. The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinion. 

When? See the time limit indicated above. The applicant may, before the 



Authority to grant an € 



How? 
Also 



r of that time limit, request this 

By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, according to Rule 66 3 
roi the torm and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9. 

For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. 
For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 bis. 
ror an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 
If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

4. The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 07 DECEMBER 2003 
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Commissioner of Patents ajid Trademarks 
Box PCT 

Washington, D.C 20231 
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Form PCT/IPEA/408 (cover sheet) (July 1998)* 



Authorized officer 
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WRITTEN OPINION 



International application No. 
PCT/D302/02992 



I. Basis of the opinion 



1. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
[x] the international application as originally filed 
the description: 

pages 1~ 27 

pages NONE 

pages 



, as originally filed 



NONE 



, filed with the letter of 



filed with the demand 



the claims: 

pages 

pages 

pages 

pages . 



28-37 



NONE 



NONE 



NONE 



, as originally filed 

. , as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19 
„ , filed with the demand 



filed with the letter of 



| x| the drawings: 



pages 
pages 
pages 



1-9 



NONE 



NONE 



fx| the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages NONE 

pages NONE 

pages NONE 



, filed with the letter of 



, as originally filed 

, filed with the demand 



filed with the letter of 



, as originally filed 

, filed with the demand 



2 ' ^ T fS? n i to ^ e Un g ua S e ' 311 the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the language in which 
me international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. , 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language which is- 

□ 

the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23 1(b)) 

□ 

the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

I I t 116 language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rules 55 2 and/ 
or 553). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international appHcation, the written opinion was 
drawn on the basis of the sequence listing: 

CH contained in the international application in printed form. 

I I flleci together with the international application in computer readable form. 

I | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

I | furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ 'Bs^^bX^wsl ssr&sS 0 sequence listing does not go beyond ** disc,osure » *» 

O S^lbS^* 3 ' information "^corded in computer readable form is identical to the writen sequence listing has 
4 fx] The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 
the description, pages 



the claims, Nos 



NONE 
NONE 



l~xl the drawings, sheets/fig NONE 



5. Q This opinion has been drawn as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

* Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to 
in this opinion as "originally filed". 
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WRITTEN OPINION 



1. statement 

Novelty (N) 


Claims 


2-16,18-31,38-41 






Claims 


1,17,32-37 


NO 


Inventive Step (IS) 


Claims 


NONE 


VFjS 




Claims 


1-41 


NO 


Industrial Applicability (IA) 


Claims 


1-41 


VKS 


Claims 


NONE 


NO 











International application No. 
PCT/IB02/02992 



V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability: 



citations and explanations 

1. Claims l, 17 and 32-37 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by Renaud et al US pat no 
5,958,051. 

Renaud discloses a system for enabling secured communications between a browser terminal and a network 
comprising: 

a) initiating a terminal session with the browser, 

b) providing information including certificate and rating from the network to the browser ( see col 6. lines 53-64 ). 

c) verifying and displaying security level of the certificate based upon communication standard prior to conducting data session 
(see col 11. lines 46-65 and ml 13, lin^c *4-ft-7) 

2. Claims 2-16, 18-31 and 38-41 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Renaud in 
view of Sullivan . U.S. pat. no. 5,953,528. 

Renaud's teachings are still applied. Renaud does not teach using visible indicators for specifying different levels 
of trust associated with a particular object. Such teachings are disclosed by Sullivan ( see Sullivan's ml fi, linpg 9-fi) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Renaud with Sullivan's teachings because it would have allowed users to more easily recognize different levels of trust 
associated with the network and data files. 



NEW CITATIONS ■ 



NONE 



WRITTEN OPINION 



Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 



International application No. 
PCT/IB02/02992 



Continuation of: Boxes I - VIII gheet 1Q 



TIME LIMIT: 

The time limit set for response to a Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1.484(d). Any response received 
after the expiration of the time limit set in the Written Opinion will not be considered in preparing the International Preliminary 
Examination Report J 
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